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Response to Amendment 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
1 1/15/2005 has been entered. 

This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 02/10/2005. 

Claims 1-2, 4-29 and 31 are pending for examination, claims 12-27 have been 
withdrawn; claims 1-2, 28 have been amended; claims 3 and 30 have been canceled. 

Applicant is reminded to cancel all withdrawn claims (i.e., claims 12-27) to 
facilitate the prosecution of instant application. 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
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from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 
644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply 
with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 



Claims 1-2 and 4-1 1 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-2 and 4-1 1 of U.S. co-pending 
application No. 10/884,964. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are 
not patentably distinct from each other because: 

Claims 1-2 and 4-1 1 of the present application merely repeat the features of 
claims 1-2 and 4-11 of copending Application No. 10/884,964 with few conventional 
details. However, it is obvious for an ordinary skilled person in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the broader claims of 10/884,964 with common details for 
the purpose to clarify the limitations of his/hers invention. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 



conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 4-1 1 , 28-29 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,415,307 issued to Jones et al. (hereinafter referred 
as Jones) in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,868,415 issued to Kageyama et al. (hereinafter 
referred as Kageyama). 

As to claims 1 and 28-29, Jones discloses a visual image marketing method 
[e.g., Abstract; col. 1, lines 12-20, lines 25 - 45], comprising the steps of: 

recording for a product associated object location, time information and 
marketing information [e.g., Fig. 2 and associated texts]; 

transmitting a video sequence including an image of the product [e.g., col. 15, 
lines 47 -col. 16, lines 26]; 

receiving a product input from a viewer that includes a spatial location within the 
video sequence [e.g., Abstract, lines 16-22; the linking anchor of Fig. 2]; 

retrieving associated marketing information based at least in part on the spatial 
object location within the video sequence [e.g., the page number field of Fig. 2 and 
associated texts]; and 
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displaying said marketing information [e.g., using the Find (company Name in 
any sector), result Displayed in the lower field, Fig. 5], wherein the product refers to a 
non-textual object [e.g., the previous/next story icon and the previous/next page icons, 
Fig. 2] and they are varied in time. 

Jones did not expressly disclose transmitting the associated object location and 
time information substantially concurrently with the video sequence. 

However, Kageyama discloses transmitting the associated object location and 
time information concurrently with the video sequence [e.g., Abstract, Fig(s). 2-3 & 7-8 
and associated texts]. 

Jones and Kageyama are in the same field of endeavor to optimizing video 
image viewing process via internet communication. Thus with the teachings of Jones 
and Kageyama in front of him/her, it would have been obvious for an ordinary skilled 
person in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the well known technique 
as disclosed by Kageyama in Jones' system, because by doing so, the combined will be 
upgrade to transmitting the associated object location and time information substantially 
concurrently with the video sequence which facilitates the video image linking and 
reproducing process. 

As to claims 2 and 31 , Jones discloses a system for providing marketing 
information comprising: 
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a first transmitter [e.g., Jones: 10, Fig. 1] configured to transmit to one or more 
viewers a sequence of images, wherein at least one item having associated marketing 
information is included in a portion of the sequence of images [e.g., Jones: Fig.(s), 2-7]; 

the first transmitter is further configured to transmit to the viewers information 
relating to the spatial location of the item within the portion of the sequence of images 
[e.g., Jones: col. 16, lines 6-62]; 

the sequence of images comprises a plurality of frames of a video [e.g., Jones: 
Fig.(s)2-7]; 

a receiver configured to receive data from one of the viewers, wherein the data 
at least partially identifies the item [e.g., Jones: the personal computer, col. 6, lines 2 - 
20]; 

a database configured to store and provide the associated marketing information 
about the identified item [e.g., Jones: the database storing the representation of each 
published document, col. 8, lines 60-63, col. 14, line 62 - col. 15, line 45]; and 

a second transmitter configured to transmit to the at least one viewer the 
associated marketing information [e.g., Jones: the internet at col. 5, lines 50-52]. 

Jones fails to expressly discloses that the spatial location information are 
transmitted substantial simultaneously and wherein the spatial location for the at least 
one item varies during the portion of the sequence of images 

However, Kageyama discloses that the sequence of images and the spatial 
location information are transmitted substantial simultaneously and wherein the spatial 
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location for the at least one item varies during the portion of the sequence of images 
[e.g., Kageyama: Fig. 9 and associated texts]. 

Jones and Kageyama are in the same field of endeavor to optimizing video 
image reproducing process via internet communication. Thus with the teachings of 
Jones and Kageyama in front of him/her, it would have been obvious for an ordinary 
skilled person in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the well known 
technique as disclosed by Kageyama in Jones' system, because by doing so, as 
suggested by Kageyama, the combined will be upgrade to transmits the sequence of 
images and the spatial location information substantial simultaneously based on a time 
scrolling mechanism which enables the viewer to recall the scene of interest more 
definitely and facilitate the search of associated reference data [e.g., Kageyama: col. 
13, lines 1-13]. 

As to claim 4, the combined system further discloses the system according to 
claim 2, wherein the received data is an item identifier useful for querying the database 
regarding the item [e.g., Jones: col. 4, lines 63 - col. 5, line 22], 

As to claim 5, the combined system further discloses the system according to 
claim 2, wherein the received data are pixel coordinates and the database is further 
configured to map between the pixel coordinates and an item identifier useful for 
querying the database [e.g., Jones: col. 13, lines 6-21]. 
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claim 2, wherein said first and second transmitter are one and the same [e.g., Jones: 
col. 5, lines 46-57, Note: the internet communication used by the prior art makes the 
system an open system by default]. 

As to claims 7-8, the combined system further discloses the system according to 
claim 2, wherein the first and second transmitter is configured to transmit to a personal 
computer [e.g., Jones: col. 5, lines 46 - col. 6, lines 5]. 

As to claims 9 and 10, the combined system further discloses the system 
according to claim 2, wherein the receiver and the second transmitter are configured to 
operate during operation of the first transmitter and after the first transmitter has 
substantially completed operation [the claimed features are the nature of Internet 
communication]. 

As to claim 1 1 , the combined system further discloses the system according to 
claim 2, wherein the database is further configured to store and provide the associated 
marketing information about the identified item according to at least one of: a name 
associated with the sequence of images, a grid location of the identified item within an 
image, a pixel location within an image, a transmission time associated with the 
sequence of images, a temporal location within the sequence of images, an item type, 
an item color, an item shape, a measurement of similarity with the item, and a 
participant within the sequence of images [e.g. Jones: col. 13, lines 1-21]. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 2 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

To expedite the process of re-examination, the examiner requests that all future 
correspondences in regard to overcoming prior art rejections or other issues (e.g. 35 
U.S.C. 112) set forth by the Examiner prior to the office action, that applicant should 
provide and link to the most specific page and line numbers of the disclosure where the 
best support is found (see 35 U.S.C. 132). 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Kaneko et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,332,139) which discloses an information 
communication system to interchange data between a plurality of stations on the basis 
of the result of a plurality of data recognition schema. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Susan Y. Chen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4016. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00-4:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Susan Y Chen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2161 

December 22, 2005 
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